Concern about homosexuals as parents rests on three main planks. Firstly, homosexual parents might consciously or unconsciously provide inappropriate role models for sexual development-they might convince their children of the desirability of homosexuality or disturb them by overt expression of affection for each other. Secondly, and particularly in relation to homosexual men, they might have sexual relations with their children. Thirdly, the children might be stigmatised by others, particularly their peers, intolerant of their parents' sexuality. There is also an explicit assumption that homosexuality is undesirable and its development in the child is to be avoided.'
Decisions in the courts
In the English legal system the court's approach in proceedings such as wardship, custody or access, adoption and fostering, is based on the precept that a child's welfare is paramount. The feelings of either one or both parents may be disregarded if the parent's actions or attitudes are judged detrimental to the child's wellbeing. No case can be a precedent for another; each must be dealt with individually. If one or both parents is homosexual the court must decide whether this has a bearing on the child's welfare. 2 We discuss seven cases which exemplify many of the issues. (Appeal cases, House of Lords, 1977:612.) In Re:D a mother obtained a custody order of her 7 year old boy by consent on the basis that the father, who was homosexual, was to be given reasonable access. Some time later the mother and her second husband stopped the father having access to the boy and applied to adopt the child. The father, who lived in a sexual relationship with a 19 year old man, refused to consent to the adoption. At the first full hearing the judge held that the father's consent could be dispensed with and that his access to the child should cease, on the grounds that contact with an openly homosexual father would be damaging to the boy. On appeal, the Court of Appeal granted access to the father under the supervision of the boy's grandparents, but on further appeal to the House of Lords the court restored the original decision. Although it expressed concern about possible serious damage resulting to the child from access to his father, the court failed to specify the nature of that danger.
Where the danger is specified it is often in the vaguest of terms. In M v M, (unreported, 23 March 1983, Court of Appeal) in which a homosexual mother (on legal advice) had already abandoned her application for custody of her two children, the court was asked to decide whether her partner should meet the children. It was concluded that the homosexual influence was "extremely dangerous" to the children, who might be "imbued with some silly ideas" which could affect their standards and behaviour in adolescence.
In Homosexual fathers have the greatest difficulty in obtaining custody of, or even access to, their children. They face both the question of their sexual orientation and the inclination of courts to award custody to the mother. In Re: G (unreported, 23 March 1980, Court of Appeal) a homosexual father was refused access to his two girls aged 5 and 7 years, a decision which was upheld in the Court of Appeal. The judgment asserted that homosexuality of itself was not a bar to the father gaining access, but there were other factors-including a delay in the father re-establishing access during a period when it had lapsed. In Re: B (unreported, 27 July 1990) a homosexual man applied for custody of his two boys aged 8 and 10 years. Although of English origin, the family had lived abroad for many years. Medical evidence presented to the court on behalf of the father took the view that homosexuality was no bar to him gaining custody and that any potential embarrassment for the children could be overcome by the support of an extended family. Although it could be argued that requiring children to settle in a new country might cause more disruption than them coping with the fact of their father's homosexuality, the judge indicated that he would give custody to the mother and the case was settled by consent.
The evidence
An anonymous postal survey of homosexual women in Britain showed that of 29 The two groups of children did not differ in terms of gender identity, sex role behaviour, sexual orientation, emotions, behaviour, and relationships. The children of these homosexual mothers did not seem to have been stigmatised, although other evidence suggests that some children may have a conflict between loyalty to their mother and a desire to conform to the heterosexual norms of their peers.'6 Evidence from uncontrolled studies supports the findings of these two studies.7 '9 Homosexual fathers in sole custody of their children are uncommon because they seldom apply for -or are usually denied-custody by the courts. To our knowledge there have been no controlled studies of the type described for women. Findings so far, however, have failed to establish any unexpected trends in the psychosexual and emotional development of children raised in such households. No comparison has been made between homosexual and heterosexual couples where each has suffered marital break up and repartnering. Neither have children raised by homosexuals been followed up into adulthood. Finally, although homosexual women are increasingly seeking to have children through sexual intercourse or by artificial insemination,23 to our knowledge the development of these children has not been studied long term.
Paedophilia occurs most often in men and may be heterosexual, homosexual, or gender blind with respect to the sex of the child. Classification of male offenders into those who are fixated on children and those whose adult sexual orientation changes to children under stress has not proven helpful. 24 Evidence has emerged that children of both sexes and adult women are often assaulted by the same man. 25 The traditional distinction between paedophilia and incest26 has also been challenged by those who find little difference between them. Despite popular confusion between (particu larly male) homosexuality and paedophilia there is no evidence for any connection between the two. Children are at just as much risk of sexual assualt by a heterosexual parent or stepparent as by a homosexual counterpart.
We believe that the findings of our review have important implications for custody and access applications before the courts, adoption of children by homosexual parents of either sex, and women homosexuals conceiving and raising their own children. Professionals giving evidence to the courts need to be aware of their own emotional or moral biases. Courts frequently assume that the more "professional" the expert the sounder the evidence. We believe that this proposition is unsafe.
Lawyers nowadays deal with more cases in which a homosexual factor is present-but most do not proceed to full trial or are unreported. As was the case in Re: B in those that do reach the courts the judge will often intimate his views to both parties in the hope that they will settle the case before a formal judgment is made. Many lawyers are reluctant to advise homosexual clients to fight for custody of their child: they know that if there is a heterosexual family in which a child may be placed, the courts are unlikely to prefer the homosexual family as an alternative. We would assert that lawyers should persuade their homosexual clients to bring their cases before the courts. Only by challenging the status quo can further debate and research be stimulated. Setting a strategy also forces people to look to the future, making it more likely that they will see emerging opportunities early and be able to exploit them and notice the spot on the horizon that is an express train coming to destroy them -giving a chance of getting out of the way.
The figure is a device for analysing the effectiveness of organisations. The more effective live in the top right hand corner and have a clear vision that is shared by most of those within the organisation: Toyota, IBM, Sainsbury's, the Vietcong, and Intenational Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear War have been in this square. Most organisations exist in the least effective, bottom left hand corner-with little sense of collective vision. The NHS has probably been in the bottom right hand corner with a vision that has been shared but unclear. The Health of the Nation might push it to the effective top right hand corner, or Degree to which vision is shared 
